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Sir: 

Response Under 37 CFR 1.116 

This is in response to the Final Rejection dated December 2, 2004. 
REMARKS 

In paragraph 2 of the Office Action, claims 1-3, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 17, 
and 18 stand rejected under the judicially-created doctrine of obviousness to 
double-patenting over claims 1-3, 5, 9, and 10 of U.S. Patent 6,820,784. It is 
respectfully requested that this rejection be reconsidered and withdrawn in view 
of the Terminal Disclaimer filed simultaneously with this amendment. 

In paragraph 4 of the Office Action, claims 1-3, 5, 7,8, 10, 11, 17, 
and 18 stand rejected under 35 USC 102 because the applicant did not invent the 
claimed subject matter. The Examiner states is not clear who invented the subject 
matter of claims 1-3, 5, 7, 8, 10, 1 1, 17, and 18 because the inventive entities of 
the instant application and U.S. Patent 6,820,784 are different. The Examiner 


